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ment pronounced in this bill would be too severe
upon him ? But any attempt to unmask the cor-
ruptions of government and defects of our consti-
tution, was the evil which ministers wished to
guard against; and the real object of the bill went
to say, the question of a reform in. parliament and
existing abuses must no longer be discussed. As
to any gentleman's suggesting to advise His Ma-
jesty to give a negative to the bill, from an appre-
hension that the passing .of it would excite the re-
sistance of the country, and lead to actual convul-
sion, and excite.a doubt whether he might not
thereby violate the conditions of his swaying the
British sceptre; for his. own part, lie considered
this would be a laudable interference on the part of
some great hereditary counsellor, and would entitle
him to immortal honor. Were His Majesty but to
say in the house of lords," I will consider," (Le Roi
advisera) he might dismiss his guards, and return
with the gratitude of thousands of his subjects.
Mr. Sheridan said he wished to move an amend-
mend to the clause (p. 8.) which says, " If any
person within that part of Great Britain called
England shall, &c.'5 by leaving- out the words, " that
part t of Great Britain called England/' when the
right honorable secretary-stated, that he never stood
so high with his countrymen, (and he wished him
an opportunity of standing still higher) and they
were loyal, and not tainted with the same seditious
spirit as in England ; and also, not one hundredth
part of the danger existed now, which did in 1792;
he would ask, whether parliament ought not to
extend the merciful operation of this law to his
countrymen in the north, and whether he could
oppose any such amendment ? In the Scotch
courts, the sentence for sedition was unlimited (four-
teen years had been pronounced) this bill made it
seven years for the second offence.

Mr. Sheridan proposed a clause,  applying* the
enactment of the present bill to Scotland," in order